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(1) Real Party in Interest 

The examiner has no comment on the statement, or lack of statement, identifying 
by name the real party in interest in the brief. 

(2) Related Appeals and Interferences 

The examiner is not aware of any related appeals, interferences, or judicial 
proceedings which will directly affect or be directly affected by or have a bearing on the 
Board's decision in the pending appeal. 

(3) Status of Claims 

The following is a list of claims that are rejected and pending in the application: 
Claims 1-44, all of which stand rejected. 

(4) Status of Amendments After Final 

The examiner has no comment on the appellant's statement of the status of 
amendments after final rejection contained in the brief. 

(5) Summary of Claimed Subject Matter 

The examiner has no comment on the summary of claimed subject matter 
contained in the brief. 

(6) Grounds of Rejection to be Reviewed on Appeal 

The examiner has no comment on the appellant's statement of the grounds of 
rejection to be reviewed on appeal. Every ground of rejection set forth in the Office 
action from which the appeal is taken (as modified by any advisory actions) is being 
maintained by the examiner except for the grounds of rejection (if any) listed under the 
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subheading "WITHDRAWN REJECTIONS." New grounds of rejection (if any) are 
provided under the subheading "NEW GROUNDS OF REJECTION." 

(7) Claims Appendix 

The examiner has no comment on the copy of the appealed claims contained in 
the Appendix to the appellant's brief. 

(8) Evidence Relied Upon 

6,813,775 Finsethetal 11-2004 

2002/0 1 44273 Reto et al 10-2002 

(9) Grounds of Rejection 

The following ground(s) of rejection are applicable to the appealed claims: 

1 . Claims 1 -44 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Finseth et al. (US Patent No. 6,813,775 B1), in view of Reto et al (United States Patent 
Application Publication 20020144273). 

With respect to Claim 1 , the claimed "A method of communication activity 
information to support user interaction in a communication network, the method 
comprising: receiving at least one condition, at a first location, the at least one condition 
defining when an indication of media consumption activity is sent by the first location to 
at least a second location, via the communication network" is met by Finseth et al. that 
teach a method of sharing viewer preference information, between a first user and a 
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second user at distinct locations {Figs. 1, 1 1,& 12; Abstract; col. 12, lines 49-51; col. 15, lines 
40-42, line 66 - col. 16, line 3, 12-18, & 29-38). 

refraining from sending at least one indication of media consumption activity to the 
second user at the second location, via the communication network, if the at least one 
condition is not met' is met by the Finseth et al. reference teaches transmittal can be 
automatic and performed at specific sharing intervals such as daily, weekly, & monthly 
{Fig. 1 1; col. 10, lines 13-24; col. 15, lines 37-50; col. 16, lines 12-38). 

However, the reference is unclear with respect to receiving a request for 
consumption of media of a second user at the second location, from a first user at the 
first location; at the time of said receiving the request for consumption of media of the 
second user at the second location, from the first user at the first location, sending at 
least one indication of media consumption activity to the second user at the second 
location, via the communication network, if the at least one condition is met to enable 
interaction of the first and second user during media consumption by the first user." 

In similar field of endeavor, Reto teaches receiving a request for consumption of 
media of a second user at the second location, from a first user at the first location (i.e. 
first one of client device send request to server);" (Figures 35-37; Paragraphs 0041-42, 
and 0175-176) 

"at the time of said receiving the request for consumption of media of the second 
user at the second location, from the first user at the first location (i.e. first one of client 
device send request to server), sending at least one indication of media consumption 
activity to the second user at the second location, via the communication network [6](i.e. 
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server sends another client device invitation from the first client device), if the at least 
one condition is met, to enable interaction of the first and second user during media 
consumption by the first user (i.e. after another client device accept the invitation, both 
users are able to interact with each other) (Figures 35-37; Paragraphs 0041-42 and 
0175-176)." Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify Finseth et al for the purpose of allowing 
users to communicate with each other and share interactive television watching 
experience. 

With respect to Claim 2, the claimed "wherein each of the first location and the 
second location are associated with one or more of an Internet protocol (IP) address, a 
media access control (MAC) address, and/or an electronic serial number (ESN)" is met 
by Finseth et al. that teach the use of a the Internet in transferring data to and from 
receiver stations, 34 (col.7, lines 44-48; col. 12, lines 42-45; col. 14, lines 40-43). The use of 
IP addresses is necessary to selectively address and direct data among set-top boxes 
exchanging data on an Internet network. 

With respect to Claim 3, the claimed "wherein the communication network 
comprises one or more of a cable infrastructure, a satellite network infrastructure, a 
digital subscriber line (DSL) infrastructure, an Internet infrastructure, an intranet 
infrastructure, a wired infrastructure, and/or a wireless infrastructure" is met by Finseth 
et al. that teach the use of a communication network such as the Internet {col.7, lines 44- 
48; col. 12, lines 42-45; col. 14, lines 40-43). 
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With respect to Claim 4, the claimed "wherein the communication network is the 
Internet is met by Finseth et al. that teach the use of a communication network such as 
the Internet {col.7, lines 44-48; col. 12, lines 42-45; col. 14, lines 40-43). 

With respect to Claim 5, the claimed "wherein the media comprises at least one or 
more of audio, a still image, video, real time video, and/or data" is met by Finseth et al. 
that teach the reception by a first user at a first location, receiver station 34, of audio, 
video, and data signals {Fig. 3; col.7, lines 20-21). 

With respect to Claim 6, the claimed "wherein consumption comprises one or more 
of playing audio, displaying a still image, displaying video, and/or displaying data" is met 
by {Fig. 3; col.7, lines 22-26, 66-67; col. 9, lines 2-3). 

With respect to Claim 7, the claimed "receiving an identifier identifying the second 
location; and the identifier comprising one or more of a legal name, a given name, a 
screen name, a user identifier, a network identifier, an Internet protocol (IP) address, a 
media access control (MAC) address, and/or an electronic serial number" is met by 
Finseth et al. that teach the use of a name, telephone, or Internet address to indicate a 
2 nd user to whom viewer preference information will be sent to by a 1 st user (Figs. 7, 9, & 
10; col. 12, lines 25-29, 42-45; col. 14, line 63— col. 15, line 23). 

With respect to Claim 8, the claimed "wherein the at least one condition comprises 
one or more of a day, a date, a time, time period, a user identifier, a source of media 
being accessed, a media channel type, a mode, a media format, a genre, a language, a 
subject, and/or an artist is met by Finseth et al. that teach the selection by a 1 st user, 
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for the selective transmittal of viewer preference information, of sharing intervals such 
as a day, a week, & a month. (Fig. 1 1; col. 12, lines 49-51; col. 15, lines 30-50). 

With respect to Claim 9, the claimed "wherein the at least one indication of media 
consumption activity comprises one or more of a title, a subject, a user identifier, a 
source of media being accessed, a media channel type, a mode, a media format, a 
genre, a language, a subject, and/or an artist' is met by Finseth et al. that teach the 
transmittal of a viewer's preference information from a 1 st user to a 2 nd user, whereby 
viewer preference information includes: the type and category of the television program, 
name descriptors that serve to identify the name of the program selected, credit 
information, and keywords/ phrases used in the description of the program (col. 10, lines 
25-32). 

With respect to Claim 10, Finseth and Reto, the combination teaches everything 
claimed (see claim 1 ). The combination teaches "wherein the at least one condition is 
received from a location remote from the first location, via the communication networK' 
(Reto: Figures 35-37; Paragraphs 0041-42, and 0174-175) 

Claim 1 1 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 1 , since the claims 
are essentially an interchanging of a 1 s1 location with a 2 nd location. 

Claim 12 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 2. 

Claim 13 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 3. 

Claim 14 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 4. 

Claim 15 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 5. 

Claim 16 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 6. 
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Claim 17 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 7. 

Claim 18 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 8. 

Claim 19 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 9. 

With respect to Claim 20, Finseth and Reto, the combination teaches everything 
claimed (see claim 1). The combination teaches "wherein the notifying comprises one or 
more of displaying an image, generating sound, and/or illuminating a light emitting diode 
representing the receipt of the at least one activity indication." (Reto: Figures 35-37; 
Para.0041-42 and 0174-175) 

With respect to Claim 21, Finseth and Reto, the combination teaches everything 
claimed (see claim 11). The combination teaches "initiating, from the first location, an 
exchange of streaming media between the first location and the second location, if the 
at least one condition is met; and refraining from initiating, from the first location, an 
exchange of streaming media between the first location and the second location, if the 
at least one condition is not met' is met by Finseth et al. that teach a method of sharing 
viewer preference information, between a first user and a second user at distinct 
locations, via the use of select receivers designated to function as servers by collecting, 
combining, and redistributing the combined preference information to all members of a 
group, including the 2 nd user that initially sent their viewer preference information 
(Finseth: col. 13, lines 55-62; Reto: Figures 35-36 Paragraphs 0041-42, 0174-175). 

With respect to Claim 22, the claimed "a television display, at a first location, to 
support the consumption of media by a user; a storage, at the first location, 
communicatively coupled to the television display, and having an associated first 
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network address; set top box circuitry, at the first location, the set top box circuitry 
communicatively coupling the television display to the communication network' is met 
by Finseth et al. that teach the use of a television 66, memory 78, interface 82, and set 
top box circuitry within receiver 64 having a specific network address at a 1 st location 
{Figs. 1 & 3; col. 7, lines 19-27; col. 14, lines 40-43). 

The claimed "at least one user defined identifier identifying a second user second 
location" is met Finseth et al. that teach the use of a name, telephone, or Internet 
address to indicate a 2 nd user from which viewer preference information will be 
accepted by a 1 st user (Fig. 14, lines 59-65). The claimed "at least one user defined 
condition for notifying the first user" is met by Finseth et al. that the use of a list of 
recognizable sources from whom viewing preference information will be accepted as 
well as the types of preference information that will be accepted {Fig. 15; col. 13, lines 4-9; 
col. 17, lines 29-44). The claimed refrains from notifying the first user if the at least one 
user defined condition is met is met by Finseth et al. that teach transmittal can be 
automatic and performed at specific sharing intervals such as daily, weekly, & monthly 
{Fig. 1 1; col. 10, lines 13-24; col. 15, lines 37-50; col. 16, lines 12-38). However, the reference 
is unclear with respect to "software that receives, from the second user at the second 
location and via the communication network, at least one indication of consumption of 
media of the first user by the second user at the second location, and that responds by 
notifying the first user at the time of receipt of the at least one indication of consumption 
of media of the first user by the second user at the second location and if the at least 
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one user defined condition is met to enable interaction of the first user and second user 
during media consumption by the second user." 

In similar field of endeavor, Reto teaches software that receives, from the second 
user at the second location and via the communication network, at least one indication 
of consumption of media of the first user by the second user at the second location, and 
that responds by notifying the first user at the time of receipt of the at least one 
indication of consumption of media of the first user by the second user at the second 
location and if the at least one user defined condition is met to enable interaction of the 
first user and second user during media consumption by the second user. (Figures 35- 
37; Paragraphs 0041-42 and 0175-176)." Therefore, it would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Finseth et al for 
the purpose of allowing users to communicate with each other and share interactive 
television watching experience. 

Claim 23 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 5. 

Claim 24 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 6. 

Claim 25 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 2. 

Claim 26 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 3. 

Claim 27 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 7. 

With respect to Claim 28, the claimed "wherein the at least one user defined 
condition comprises a day, a date, a time, a time period, a user identifier, a source of 
media being accessed, a media channel type, a mode, a media format, a genre, a 
language, a subject, and an artist' is met by Finseth et al. that teach the use of a name, 
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phone or internet to indicate from which users viewer preference information will be 

accepted from (Figs. 13 & 14; col. 16, lines 40-67). 

Claim 29 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 9. 

Claim 30 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 1 , since the claims 

are essentially an interchanging of a 1 st location with a 2 nd location. 

Claim 31 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 2. 
Claim 32 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 3. 
Claim 33 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 4. 
Claim 34 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 5. 
Claim 35 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 6. 
Claim 36 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 7. 
Claim 37 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 8. 
Claim 38 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 9. 
Claim 39 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 10. 
Claim 40 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 22. 
Claim 41 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 5. 
Claim 42 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 6. 
Claim 43 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 3. 
Claim 44 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 9. 

(10) Response to Argument 

The examiner respectfully disagrees that the rejection should be reversed. Only 
those actual arguments raised by appellant's are being treated in the Examiner's 
Answer. Any further arguments regarding other elements or limitations not specifically 
argued that the appellant could have made are considered by the examiner as having 
been conceded by the appellant for the basis of the decision of this appeal. Accordingly, 
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they are not being addressed by the examiner for further consideration by the panel. 
Should the panel find that the examiner's position/arguments or any aspect of the 
rejection is not sufficiently clear or a particular issue is of need of further explanation, it 
is respectfully requested that the case be remanded to the examiner for further 
explanation prior to the rendering of a decision. 

Rejection under U.S.C. 103 (a) over Finseth and Reto 

A. Claims 1, 11.22, 30 and 40 

The rejection of record initially relied on Finseth et al to teach claimed "a method of 
communication activity information to support user interaction in a communication 
network, the method comprising: receiving at least one condition, at a first location, the 
at least one condition defining when an indication of media consumption activity is sent 
by the first location to at least a second location, via the communication network" is met 
by Finseth et al. that teach a method of sharing viewer preference information, between 
a first user and a second user at distinct locations (Figs. 1, 1 1,& 12; Abstract; col. 12, lines 
49-51; col. 15, lines 40-42, line 66 - col. 16, line 3, 12-18, & 29-38). 

refraining from sending at least one indication of media consumption activity to the 
second user at the second location, via the communication network, if the at least one 
condition is not met is met by the Finseth et al. reference teaches transmittal can be 
automatic and performed at specific sharing intervals such as daily, weekly, & monthly 
{Fig. 1 1; col. 10, lines 13-24; col. 15, lines 37-50; col. 16, lines 12-38). 



Application/Control Number: 10/675,434 Page 14 

Art Unit: 2427 

However, the reference is unclear with respect to receiving a request for 
consumption of media of a second user at the second location, from a first user at the 
first location; at the time of said receiving the request for consumption of media of the 
second user at the second location, from the first user at the first location, sending at 
least one indication of media consumption activity to the second user at the second 
location, via the communication network, if the at least one condition is met to enable 
interaction of the first and second user during media consumption by the first user. " 

The rejection consequently relies on Reto et al to teach receiving a request for 
consumption of media of a second user at the second location, from a first user at the 
first location (i.e. first one of client device send request to server);" (Figures 35-37; 
Paragraphs 0041-42, and 0175-176) 

"at the time of said receiving the request for consumption of media of the second 
user at the second location, from the first user at the first location (i.e. first one of client 
device send request to server), sending at least one indication of media consumption 
activity to the second user at the second location, via the communication network [6] (i.e. 
server sends another client device invitation from the first client device), if the at least 
one condition is met, to enable interaction of the first and second user during media 
consumption by the first user (i.e. after another client device accept the invitation, both 
users are able to interact with each other) (Figures 35-37; Paragraphs 0041-42 and 
0175-176)." 

Accordingly, the examiner concluded it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Finseth et al for the purpose 
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of allowing users to communicate with each other and share interactive television 
watching experience. 

Appellant states, "Claim 1 recited in part: 

receiving a request for consumption of media of a second user at the second location, from a first 
user at the first location; 

at the time of said receiving the request for consumption of media of the second user at the second 
location, from the first user at the first location, sending at least one indication of media consumption 
activity to the second user at the second location, via the communication network, if the at least one 
condition is met, to enable interaction of the first user and the second user during media consumption by 
the first user. 

Thus, the claim is clear that a first user requests to consume (not invites to share) 
media of a second user (not broadcast television or pay-per-view programming of a 
separate and distinct media provider) at a second location. When that request is made, 
an indication of media consumption activity is sent to the second user at the second 
location if at least one condition is met."(Pages 11-12) 

The examiner respectfully disagree. The claim is not clear with respect to a first 
user requests to consume (not invites to share) media of a second user (not broadcast 
television or pay-per-view programming of a separate and distinct media provider) at a 
second location as stated above by the appellant. 

In response to applicant's argument that the references fail to show certain features 
of applicant's invention, it is noted that the features upon which applicant relies (i.e., 
media of a second user at a second location) are not recited in the rejected claim(s). 
Although the claims are interpreted in light of the specification, limitations from the 
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specification are not read into the claims. See In re Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1 181 , 26 
USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). In contrast, the claim language is open to a broader 
interpretation. The claim language is unclear with respect who/what (i.e. set-top box, 
head-end, server, another user at different location, etc) is "receiving a request for 
consumption of media of a second user at the second location, from a first user at the 
first location." Furthermore, "consumption of media" is open to broader interpretation of 
use of any audio/video data by user(s) at the first/second location(s) and doe not strictly 
limit to personal media of user(s). 

Appellant argues Finseth et al and Reto et al, the combination fails to teach claimed 
limitation "receiving a request for consumption of media of a second user at the second 
location, from a first user at the first location." The examiner respectfully disagree. 

Reto et al to teach receiving a request for consumption of media of a second user at 
the second location, from a first user at the first location (i.e. first one of client device 
send request to server);" (Figures 35-37; Paragraphs 0041-42, and 0175-176). Wherein, 
the first one of client devices send a request to server in order to view similar television 
content with one or more client device(s). The server investigates which of the client 
devices are watching difference content from the sender client device and sets these 
client device(s) as target device(s). Server sends commands to all the target device(s) 
and target device executes the invitation. After target device(s) accept the invitation, 
both sender and target client device(s) are able to interact with each other (Reto: figures 
35-37; Para. 0041-42 and 0175-176). In addition, the reference is clear with respect to 
server receiving a request from a first one of client device and carrying are investigation 
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with respect to usage of media by another client device(s) based on the request 
received and further interaction between users after accepting the invitation. 

In response to applicant's argument that the references fail to show certain 
features of applicant's invention, it is noted that the features upon which applicant relies 
(i.e., request media of another user (i.e. personal or saved media of another user)) are 
not recited in the rejected claim(s). Although the claims are interpreted in light of the 
specification, limitations from the specification are not read into the claims. See In re 
Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1 181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). Furthermore, the 
present claim language recites "consumption of media" of a second user at the second 
location. The examiner interprets "consumption of media" as use of any audio/video 
data by user(s) at the second location(s) and doe not strictly limit to "personal or saved 
media of user(s)." 

Appellant argues cited references fail to teach claimed limitation " at the time of 
said receiving the request for consumption of media of the second user at the second 
location, from the first user at the first location, sending at least one indication of media 
consumption activity to the second user at the second location ." The examiner 
respectfully disagree. 

Finseth et al teaches receiving at least one condition, at a first location, the at 
least one condition defining when an indication of media consumption activity is sent by 
the first location to at least a second location, via the communication network" is met by 
Finseth et al. that teach a method of sharing viewer preference information, between a 
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first user and a second user at distinct locations (Figs.l,H,& 12; Abstract; col. 12, lines 49- 
51; col. 15, lines 40-42, line 66 - col. 16, line 3, 12-18, & 29-38). 

The examiner relied on Reto et al to teach at the time of said receiving the request 
for consumption of media of the second user at the second location, from the first user 
at the first location (i.e. first one of client device send request to server), sending at least 
one indication of media consumption activity to the second user at the second location, 
via the communication network [6](i.e. server sends another client device invitation from 
the first client device), if the at least one condition is met, to enable interaction of the 
first and second user during media consumption by the first user (i.e. after another client 
device accept the invitation, both users are able to interact with each other)(Figures 35- 
37; Paragraphs 0041-42 and 0175-176)."\NUere\n, the first one of client devices send a 
request to server in order to view similar television content with one or more client 
device(s). The server investigates which of the client devices are watching difference 
content from the sender client device and sets these client device(s) as target device(s). 
Server sends commands to all the target device(s) and target device executes the 
invitation. After target device(s) accept the invitation, both sender and target client 
device(s) are able to interact with each other (Reto: figures 35-37; Para. 0041-42 and 
01 75-1 76). The reference is clear with respect to client device sending a request to 
server in order to view same content with other client device(s). At the time of server 
receiving the request, server investigates which of the client devices are watching 
difference content from the sender client device and sets these client device(s) as target 
device(s). Server sends invitation icon and target device(s) execute the invitation icon 
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so that invitation icon is superimposed on the screen as shown in fig. 37. Thus, the 
reference meets claimed limitation " at the time of said receiving the request for 
consumption of media of the second user at the second location, from the first user at 
the first location, sending at least one indication of media consumption activity to the 
second user at the second location ." 

In addition, present claim language is unclear with respect to "sending at least one 
indication of media consumption activity to the second user at the second location, via 
the communication network (lines 9-11 of claim 1)" is referring to " the at least one 
condition defining when an indication of media consumption activity is sent by the first 
location to a second location, via the communication network; (lines 3-5 of claim 1)." 

B. Dependent claims 2-1 0. 1 2-21 . 23-29. 31 -39 and 41 -44 

Appellant do not appear to set forth any arguments over and above those 

previously presented with respect to independent claims 1 , 1 1 , 22, 30 and 40. 

Accordingly, claims 2-10, 12-21, 23-29, 31-39 and 41-44 are not believed to be 

allowable as set forth in the final rejection and preceding response to the appellant's 

arguments for independent claims 1 , 1 1 , 22, 30 and 40. 

The examiner recognizes that obviousness may be established by combining or 
modifying the teachings of the prior art to produce the claimed invention where there is 
some teaching, suggestion, or motivation to do so found either in the references 
themselves or in the knowledge generally available to one of ordinary skill in the art. 
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See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071 , 5 USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988), In re Jones, 958 F.2d 
347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 1992), and KSR International Co. v. Teleflex, Inc., 550 
U.S. 398, 82 USPQ2d 1385 (2007). In this case, Finseth et al teaches claimed "a 
method of communication activity information to support user interaction in a 
communication network, the method comprising: receiving at least one condition, at a 
first location, the at least one condition defining when an indication of media 
consumption activity is sent by the first location to at least a second location, via the 
communication network" is met by Finseth et al. that teach a method of sharing viewer 
preference information, between a first user and a second user at distinct locations 
{Figs. 1, 1 1,& 12; Abstract; col. 12, lines 49-51; col. 15, lines 40-42, line 66 - col. 16, line 3, 12-18, 
& 29-38); refraining from sending at least one indication of media consumption activity to 
the second user at the second location, via the communication network, if the at least 
one condition is not met' is met by the Finseth et al. reference teaches transmittal can 
be automatic and performed at specific sharing intervals such as daily, weekly, & 
monthly (Fig. 1 1; col. 10, lines 13-24; col. 15, lines 37-50; col. 16, lines 12-38). 

However, the reference is unclear with respect to receiving a request for 
consumption of media of a second user at the second location, from a first user at the 
first location; at the time of said receiving the request for consumption of media of the 
second user at the second location, from the first user at the first location, sending at 
least one indication of media consumption activity to the second user at the second 
location, via the communication network, if the at least one condition is met to enable 
interaction of the first and second user during media consumption by the first user." 
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Reto et al teaches receiving a request for consumption of media of a second user at 
the second location, from a first user at the first location (i.e. first one of client device 
send request to server);" (Figures 35-37; Paragraphs 0041-42, and 0175-176) 

"at the time of said receiving the request for consumption of media of the second 
user at the second location, from the first user at the first location (i.e. first one of client 
device send request to server), sending at least one indication of media consumption 
activity to the second user at the second location, via the communication network [6](i.e. 
server sends another client device invitation from the first client device), if the at least 
one condition is met, to enable interaction of the first and second user during media 
consumption by the first user (i.e. after another client device accept the invitation, both 
users are able to interact with each other) (Figures 35-37; Paragraphs 0041-42 and 
0175-176)." 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to modify Finseth et al for the purpose of allowing users to 
communicate with each other and share interactive television watching experience 
(Reto: Para.001 1 and 0041-42). 

(11) Related Proceeding(s) Appendix 

No decision rendered by a court or the Board is identified by the examiner in the 
Related Appeals and Interferences section of this examiner's answer. 



For the above reasons, it is believed that the rejections should be sustained. 
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